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HUNGARIANS DEBATE ECpNQMIC RATON RESEARCH PROBLEM .-' 

following is the translation of an"ärtiole btf O^gy ^edi 
in Foldralzl Erteaito (Geographical Bulletin), Vbl X*No !,-■: >,■ 
Budapest, 1961* pages 117-12W  ;.:,    ,/  :   ^ 

The Geographic CoWalttee and the Geological Scienee,Group,o^ 
Hungarian-Scientific Academy held a symposium on 17 June I960 at,the ■., 
Karl Marx University of Eoonomics on the main problems of rayon researiph.: 
Several factors Sad» thisaeeting P^^^^^^?^^^ 
that a book l^-t****** of Hungary, co^bUshed ^^_^ 6gf ^ 
Lstttuteofthe Soviet iBÖientiflo Academy) «ill appear soon, and. an, 
agreement had* to be; Reached on the terrll^^ial^diylsion of, Hungary (as^ 
far as eoohondo geography was concerned). Another factor was that this 
division and the subsequent planning for J^f*^d^i?^J^9S?Ta 
urgent for national economic reasons, Fulfillment of this demand falls 
on the,economic.geographers who have been urging this task to bedone 
even'before planning was started in Hungary. The importance of the pro- 
blem- is illustrated by the presence of economists, architects, ana 
experts, of the National' fanning Bureau.     .- a ;    <_•' ''"-■■ 

• ^ Professor Sahdo*,Rado, Doctor of Geographic Sciences,, opened the 
meeting. He emphasised that for the first ^o Hungari^ojraph^S 
have a voice in the Solution of a national problem. IVls their duty to 
work actively on:the problems presented, »Ihjhe last few yejfS^J6 
economic development and mutual eoonomlc relations of the socialist 
countries have reached a degree where territorial äs Well as branch 
planning, have become.an important part of projected planning,11 said 
Prof Rado,r\■■■ ,:."'i?.iv.- ... ','_ •:■« ■'■ The first Speech was given by Dr^Gyula Bora, Assistant Professor. 
A summary of his speech is given bialow,  / ' -^ - ^ 

1) Hungarian geographers begah to look into me problem or rayon 
research only after 1949. Soviet literature on the subject and tfee 
personal attention of Soviet geographers was ofj£eat help. -   _ 

2 A) J The First Rayon Conference of the HSA was held in 1952. 
The conference resolved that, the rayon is the basic unit of geographical 
work distribution.: Rayons are the basic are*units^of 'g^^*h;*r1 
borders are assigned on the basis of geographical situation, industrial 
oonoentrationj large city areas, etc;    ; ;   | '    £41 ««iv,^ 

.■■■•■•:-.'; B) After the conference a uniform economic-geographic metnoo 
ology was prepared; however, it lacked methods for drawing^borders. .., 

CV The First Hungarian Geographic Congress (1955) resolved *»« 
following in connection with rayons: 
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&)   The rayon, the baste unit of graphic ™rkttstribu- 

^ tnen incorporate toe* Into ^^^Äjods of determining 
Hot even the Congress, could ,^° ™,f^^a to complex.    , . ■ 

rayon ^orders; ^,^»2 fceÄpSgress^> *>» *»** 

■■'-.■■ 5* Si WS oArSA» *&«*£?&>. X)   « is «r™*?;" <j .i™a*r existing, toe rest or toe 
from the three Industrie^ districts A'^^.'^oro^Jydns ere now form- 

yet clear. . The branch rayon is not yet ,^J^**?  MDh/branch rayon 

and Dr Gyorgy' Enyedi {"»JP™!^^^ Sjg... joraef lemesi, Dr Fereno 
<*te Krajto,:*£X£»£S* JSaSSSÄ eaked to Scntrl^te. 
Boros. Fereno Vioor, Gyiua MXKAQ», »»«. *>rtnrttisi 

4) Other questions* 

., ',:    1)   Three suggestions.vero ^^^^a\oÄ ** 
district division--of Hungary. ftuf«^f^g^j^^y Department tf 
already known and was worked out by the gJ^JJ^jSa basis for this 
the Karl Marx University ^J^J^; ■£% SSonS^significant      ,, 
division are:,  a); .every ^st^c^*aXL3 ?f jSÄtbe Sonomy of ,,,«. 
economic complex) b)    it should be P°!^ *° shonldbe self-sufficient 
every district to ^complex; o)   the ^^S^,- d)    there should 
in tlieir main foodstuffs.-*& ^,aomS„f S?hS^VerV^istrict.   Closed ■ 
be sufficient ^PO"er ,for^io^ in other , 
transportation systems and other el^^g^S reposed ten districts 
countries are not considered ^S^SstSal^el" Upper Tissa, 
are:    Central Industrial Area, Ncrthe^dus«ö ^ J* ^ Tisza> 
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Transdanubia, Southwest Transdanubia^     v    ,, „ÄÄ+ . 4n +Via ^^^ 
This plan was worked out and based on data collected in the period 

between 1952 and 1956,   Changes occurring after this time, which was 
short but significant, were not incorporated.   Hence, this division is 
no longer valid, according to the National Planning.Bureau (represented 
by Laszlo Koszegi);   Koszegl&stiggesieä ä »ew rayon system. Jhe new . 
system endeavored to create large rayon*j for only these have a possi- 
bility to develop into Complexes.   The Centrums of rayons must be cities 
with a large attraction Sphere whioh wi^l be able to weaken .%,£*«£ 
central petition of Budapest.   Such 6itles can'only be those 4h*t have 
over 100^000 inhabitants presently (and poösiW Cyer).   He suggested,       , 
therefore, six districts*   th»l£yor District (consisting of Gyor, Vas, • ■■■ 
and Zala Counties and parts of Komarom and Fejer Counties) ; the Pecs Dis- 
trict (consisting of the rest.of Transdanubia); the Szeged District 
(Bekes, Csongrad, Baos-Kiskun Counties); the Debrecen Distri<^(Szabolos, 

. HajavSzolnok.Counties); .the *Siskolo District (Borsod, Heves Counties^ 
and part of Nograd and Szolnok Counties), and the Budapest District (the 
rest of ,-bhe country). ^ ^ ^.MM^A +ua Tfie third rayon plan was given by Sandor Lang. He prepared the 
plan with respect to geographic, economic, and transportation considera- 
tions. His plan is dose to that of Koszegi, but Lang suggested seven 
rayons. He wants to make the Balaton area an independent rayon. 

These rayon plans were discussed; Large-rayon plans were supported 
by Fereno Koch and Gyorgy fciyedi; however, Enyedi said that it is point- 
less to argue about specific rayon plans, for neither the planners nor the 
critics have enough reliable data to support their opinions. In^fiose 
districts whose existence is obvious, there is no controversy; while the. 
Plains (where there is no visible rayon struoture) would-be divided aocorfl- 
ing to several and quite different schemes.     .  ■'■-.VJ.*- *vw 

2) The relation between the branch and complex districts, the 
definition of complexity, the existenoe of rayons, the methods for plann- , 
ing rayons, a wider interpretation of economic life and the problem or 
«apco;lntme4 of rayons from above» vs »building them from below" — these 
were the main theoretical and methodological problems that were discussed. 

Three views crystallized in the discussion over the relation 
between branch and oomplex districts. One of them (which was part or 
Gyula Bore's speech) was that the branch district can be an important part 
of the rayon but is not a rayon, for it lacks another characteristic of 
the won, complexity« At the same time, complexity oazaot be^looked at 
rigialy, *©r; it can be soceptad as a tendency, an a developmental 
possi-^lityo Some of otir areas are only breach districts, but can be 
develc/oed irato complex distriots in the future. This view was supported 
by Koch, Markos, and Koszegi. toother view was put forth by Krajko, who 
wants to recognize complexity as equivalent to specialization. Hence, he 
separated the branch district and the rayon. «Every economic district is 
oomplex as well as specialized. We must emphasize complexity asjnueh as 
is being done in the Soviet Union or in any other socialist country, com- 
plexity is the consequence of social structure. In capitalist countries^ 
the economic rayons are not at all complex. Due to the changed social 
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structure, in the socialist countries the complex oheraoter of the 

geographic vork division.    And ™*J*£fon -£™£°f^o£one 
economists* angle - means «IgWl^to, A?SSffpeciali2ation of 
From ^e angle of the geographic f g^^sibS to tevelop an agri- areas.   Economic-poUticalTe^on^l^S^ 
cultural area industrially,^tX-feooSw; h£S/it falls under the 
has a determined role totom*VJ*Jo^rJ°™ researchers. are apt 
tÄS^Ä»*^ no e^onXtu» 

*° SPMn.fe three views ell depend on the definition of complexity.Cto»- 
piexi^Äfhotly debased^^^^Ä^T 
tation of complexity «as toes ngid^^{aJST»^natural that In a 
*"« °f ra^?J^SSon Ä teS is^ei (Kovacs), since It narrower interpretation even a moHw*     *a**«i*«»s within the same indus- 
involves the cooperation off the various ^^0S™n\s ^sibls. 
trial branch.   Without such ^^^ray^nfev^ry place vhSe there 
(This is yhy it senseless to define^s ^every ^ ^ 
is complexity — Enyedi.,    rroi &ou« »«v     -«-hifliw eauivalent to the 
complexly narrowly *"-«• —"S?*.^ ^XgreTteTthat of 
Soviet meso-rayons, whose ^f?J* "~ ravona must be as complex as 
rayons.   Gyula Krajlto says that Hunganffli rayons JJfV^ md n£t of area 
Soviet ones; complexly is a £»">£ £*£ besonn?to the greater 

Ol4D40nJhere was a discussion on tte ^^^rÄTto 2™"' 
i„g to Bora, various «E~*^/Ä^J?L^V«i*^ 
,SSSi2 to\nÄs Ä ^fÄ -to -eso.^. Ä 

aevelcpment, -**'J^« .f^^ÄSi eULoe of 
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Bora. He was echoed by Fereno Koch ana Gyorgy Markos. Enyedi suggested 
the mutual examination of the structure of the brutto productivity value 
and the inter-territorial product relations. He used this method when 
working on the branch (agricultural) districts. According to Gyula 
Krajko, this method is not good because complexity weakens the links 
between areas. No progress was achieved on this session, for methodolo- 
gical experience does not come about by working on hypothetical plans* 
Experience comes only by working on concrete rayon problems. In this 
field we have only introductory knowledge» 

Several speakers (Koch, Markos> Enyedi) emphasized that in rayon 
research the investigations cannot be limited $o narrowly interpreted 
production. Heretofore we have negleoted the research of the main produc- 
tion factor, that of the manpower. This mistake must be corrected* The 
population data has to be investigated in its entirety and in its repro- 
ductory tendencies — not only as manpower to rayons, Analysis of settle- 
ments must be also carried out. 

"Appointment of rayons from above" was condemned by the meeting. 
(This method was used by the Planning Bureau in its rayon research, but 
only as a working hypothesis.) Gyorgy Markos believes that "building 
from below" and the investigation of large units from above must be done 
concurrently. According to Janos Kolta, only those investigations that 
start with the smallest area unit can expect to arrive at the truth about 
large areas (rayons). 

3) The importance of the connection between rayonization and 
planning is recognized, but was not discussed. In fact, the new upsurge 
in rayonization work was started by the new demands of practical planning 
and is closely connected to the very effective support that planning has 
received lately. This thought was also expressed by Laszlo Koszegi. He 
emphasized the importance of rayon research in the first Hungarian pro- 
jected planning (planning for the next 15-20 years). In this plan, area 
development and settlement rearrangement is also represented. This plan 
cannot be made on the present political subdivisions of the country} 
these existing sub-divisions will be changed by economic rayon research. 

It is obvious that these rayonization works become reality only 
when the units of economic geography and of planning coincide (Koch, 
Markos). This means that the rayons must become political units (Kolta). 

4.) Gyorgy Markos dealt with the history of Hungarian rayon 
research. Temesi, Vidor and Kolta urged coordination among rayon re- 
searchers who work in difficult sub-fields, Janos Kolta suggested a 
committee to be set up to deal with this question. 

The closing speech was delivered by Prof Sandor Rado, He 
emphasized the importance of the links between scientific rayon research 
and practice. These links are not yet found in many socialist countries; 
we are among those doing the first steps in this field. The practice of 
the Soviet Union is the best: the National Planning Bureau employs eco- 
nomic geographers to work on rayonization problems. 

10,101 -END- 
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